Introduction

Never before has the di : ature been as muitifaceted
as today. Since the mid-nincteenth century, 1 ieved extraordmary results in the
areas of manuscript editing, philology Only lately and cautiously
has it begun to open itselfto the inquiries h and criticism. Meanwhile,
during this process of sed s discipline, such a vanety of
concepts and methods ars‘move on solitary paths of foreign
theories, far beyond the confines of the di fie and the purview of their mentors.

Border-crossing definitions of subject and method have become the norm. Only at the
beginning of the twentieth century had t d culture (Kulturwissenschaft) eman-
cipated itself as representational “understanding through explaining” from the holistic
inductive experiencing of the humanistic disciplines @nd the empiricism of the exact
sciences. But soon thereafier, a new process of internationalization began in the exact
sciences, which influeng i I, also the sgeial sciences, psychology,
linguistics, and step by step finally reached the humanities. Last among these, the phi-
lological disciplines opened themselves 10 & pluralism of discoursés and methods, With
this, their areas and methods of research, as they had been practiced, €ould be enlarged
and diversified through external impulses and imported ideas.!
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1. Opening the Gates

In Arabic studies in the German language, the fe

appeared in 1937. In a small programmatic tres Concepts and Tasks of the
Study of Arabic Literature™ Gustay E. von G agnosed the “silting” of Ara-
bic literary study in philology and textual editing, These had become, according to him,
self-fulfilling pursuits that neither shared “the intellectual standard of their parallel dis-

ciplines” — the fields of the Western literature§ — nor, purported “to contribute, beyond
the intrinsic value of their results, toward the one human and humanistic goal of knowl-
edge, namely the quest for the human spirit ip all its forms and transformations™ (p.
147).

In view of the complex obstag precluding a simplistic transfer of “occidental princi-
ples of categorization” to Arabic studies, von Grunebaum argued avor of continuing
to view and conduet research on Arabic literature as “literary history™ (p. 146). None-
theless, ke was the first to advocate a cautious and controlled opening ards the kind
of aesthetic inquiry pursued in “the study of ‘eccidental literatures” — an opening that
should be, as he stressed, “exclusively goal-ariented, i.e., serving greater scholarly at-
tainment” (p. 148). Within the theory transfe he.idiosyncratic body of written Ara-
bic heritage, von Grunebaum : : i ¢ theradoption of value judg-
ments arising out of ; es should be guarded
from the shaky fo which the
field should shun ources (pp-
147-48).
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Arabica XLV1, nos. PP

4 Grunebaum, Gustay E. van (1937): Begnﬂ' zmd Auﬁgaben der arabischen aturwissenschaft. In:
Archiv Orientalns 9, No. 1-2, 46-152. Cf, also Klemm, Verena (19 rbeitskreis zum Thema:
Theoretische Wege zur nrabi.cehe [ itere P d Projekte. In: Die Welt des Is-
lams (W) 36, Nr. 2, pp. 258-261..
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Classical Arabic. Since that time, mode ecdived increased attention from
the viewpoints of structuralism, sociolingisti ialectology. The focus in the in-
vestigated literature, whigh until well in been focused mainly on early
Islamic “classical” and, 0 a much less classical” poetry and prose, now

came to include the contémporary literatures of car East as well.6

Since then, next to the liferatures in Mod i dard Arabic, colloquial materials have
also become more frequent subjects of researchiyln the same vein, increasing space is
occupied by the literary productions of pelitically ‘@r socially marginalized groups, such
as women, ethnic or religious minorities, and movements, such as Arab nationalists,
Palestinians, and Islamists, including ¢onsideration the specific circumstances
leading to their rise.’
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Grundrift der arabischen Philologie. Vol. 2: Literaturwissenschaft (Wiesbaden), pp. 7-19.
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suit his or her Near Eastern sources!Th pliesascholar’s critical reflecting upon and
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stance EMTAR (European Meeting of Teachers of Arabic Literature), an international
association of Arabists, founded a European forum, @nd devoted meetings to themes in
modemn Arabic litera every other year. However, discussions of method do not oc-
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3. Purpose of the Book: Communic4ti@ ack on New Approaches
to Near Eastern Litera
Through the presentation of individual approai rs a glimpse into the

crary studies. aims to consolidate these
theoretical advances. Thus, the volume goes far beyond showing the variety of herme-
neutical and empirical methods with which i and re-analyze Arabic, Ira-
nian and Turkish literatures; rather it demonstrz S ic work with these selected
theoretical premises, to which we owe our fresh.epistemological perspectives of Near
Eastern literatures and literary eultures. At p ear Eastemn studies is still removed
from the processes of theory ation, whic occur within Western and com-
parative literature. While this $tate of isolation tannot last, it does not come exclusively
as a disadvantage at this poinf in time. During|this still tentative stage of theory appli-
cation, Near Eastern scholars are not beholden to the fas ed internal dynamics of
theoretical discourse, but they are free to chogse any approach(or combination of ap-
proaches) that responds to tlie issues and problems governing a sebof source materials.
The volume’s resulting methodological range, which may surprise the reader, speaks
clearly of the authors’ perceptiveness in letting their choice of appro be guided by
the targeted texts and contexts. In their conttibutions, the authors explain and discuss
their theoretical premises as well as criticize and modify imported models in the process
of their adaptation. In a further step, th oncisely report on the application of
concepts to their source materis
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has the study of] agtern literatures been linked structurally itutionally with
comparative literat '* vhether through joint degree programs or integrating Arabic

dreve . ration from other aspects |I|.I‘ " 2nd thank Stephan Guth for this

valuable reference.
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studies into comparative literature. armat ver, comparative literature has
yet to express serious interest in the S s of the Near East, not to
mention institutional connections with N

(4) An even broader foundation for mutua mparative literature is pro-
vided by cultural studies (Kulturwisse i as been debated and tested
initially in the Anglo-Saxen realm, and i in German-language scholarship
as well. Thus the Orient Institute of the Society (DMG) in Beirut was
instrumental as a forum of exchange und isionary and inspiring direction of An-
gelika Neuwirth (1994-1999). Conferen, eld there brought into focus the connec-
tions between Classical and Modem Arabi ature, those among the different Near
Eastern literatures and eyen German lite er the theoretical umbrella of cultural
studies, aesthetics of reception, and lite genre )3 The investigative perspectives of
cultural studies (Kulturwissenschafien) in particular, Whose vivid and far-ranging theo-
retical debates are far from closed, have been proposed a$a reflective meta-level for the
ficlds of sociology, his gligious studies,ethnology, and anthropology.'* The phi-
lological fields, ushered out of their isolation from other discourses, can only gain from
integrating themselves into these new comiceptual frameworks. This means that above
and beyond their own, intenally developed, canons and interpret models of source
texts, they may view these texts as “the Way of reading and writing of a culture” or as
elements of transcultural trends and commbnalities.!> An example of the former would
be an analysis of the acstheti pist literature; and of the latwer, the
inclusion of bilingual 2 ancophone writers as part 0 ic diaspora literature.
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ar Eastern studies have to sup-
nd approaches. Of similar
eighboring philological

grow into a mutually benefic
ply more than their own ove
importance is the reception ¢
disciplines.

process ¢

eft in the hands of its
rticularly in the North
aarenas of theory debate and
actice, notably deconstruction,
in the 1970s. However, prompted by the risi ices of non-Western and diaspora lit-
eratures, comparative literatuze is itself undergoingla redefinition.!6 Still it cannot “pre-
fabricate” theory for literatures that fall outside its ailing linguistic domain. A re-
cent conference, held by the Department of Comparat iterature at Yale University,
explored the very question of how to theorizé a new co ative literature as a global
discipline.!? The event illustrated the gulf that still divides,the Western theoretical
canon, constituted chiefly of Eng German ings from disciplines
centering on non-Western literatures, whether ancient, medieval modern. In their
claim to study the literary “other,” scholar of comparative literafure will have to
broaden their linguistic foundations. But a§ much as comparative litérature has to
evolve, the Near Eastemn disciplines have tomeet it halfway, by offering theoretically
enlightened interpretations of their literatures. Only through mutual approach can we

establish the groundwork for the sultural debates oming decades.
4. Points of Conyg _ ‘

Our wish for a g at the DOT
workshops, in al issues:
orality vs. lite
The first clu
butions illustra
Eastern ma
Thus the ¢
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Higuchi).

One may raise the objection
“proper” discipline, for ins
American academe, where th
formulation since the influx ¢

tinuous and s
moderm period of's
the level of narrative strategy in order to confront their readers

ity (B. Embald, AJPfl and A. Heinemann). In addition, Birgit Embalé draws on the
16 CF. some contributions to the co |I. -- ’I l‘l g note.

17 “Changing the Map. The Worlds of Comparative ature,” 5-6 February 1998, Yale University,
New Haven. Connecticut (Proceedings forthcoming in the Yale Jowrnal of Criticism),
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icism in Arabic, in which issues of
e standard subjects.

how a foray beyond the hori-
prizon of all three major “Is-
ose tacit assumptions. Com-
ngual composition of Middle
Arabic, Persian or Ottoman

unique and copious medicval traditior
influence, such as emulation, borrowing

The contributions to the third issue, co!

zon of a single language (or, for that m
lamic” tongues) can help identify new
parativism also squarely faces the mul
Eastern societies, whether dominated 2
Turkish (cf. H. Kilpatrick and S. Guth).
A large group is forme studies on 0 Near Eastern literatures that treat, similar
to other non-Western literatures, the * al problems of cultural contact and ex-
change with a politically and culturally donmiifiating power. The viewpoints of the
authors gathered here are very distant from the essentialist determinism of earlier posi-

tions in cultural theory. During the 19808, the binary paradigm of cultural studies with
the opposing poles of Qrient and Occident, or tradition‘and modemnity, vanished in fa-
vor of a “third space” ‘Here, ature and art are symboli¢ gxpressions of modern, in-

dividual or collective, experience, such as fractured identi nd dislocation. At the
same time, the “third space™ harbors a new multi-layered and de-eentered creativity. In
this volume, this sphere is observed from the angles of postcolonial studies (cf. F. Pan-
newick, B. Sagaster), discourse analysi§ (cf. S. Conermann), and reception theory (cf.

V. Klemm).

Yet not all contributie | d'umder these broad theoretical
headings. A secan ‘ ems posed by particu-
lar text groups‘and devises genre-oriented mode s-for their apalysis and interpretation.
These contributi : ; ih) in the light of

to examine Is-
move beyond
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ooperson).
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graphy can

: » ; erhatic analysis of
Tilka l-ra ; a is of 2 iofic author-reader

model of ca rates an approach of
anthropology 4 nd ritual in a reading
of the Cairo Trilog thor finally proposes to

theoretically define a cagory of socio-li erformanice (cf. A. Ziegler).
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ne demonstrate the basic rele-
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ter, 1. Stehli-Werbeck,
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literacy and the discovery of @verlap betweer
latter two contributions also illustrate how 1
literacy can gain from its exposure to Near
even transcend our project of theory application by lating theoretically novel areas
of work and alternative visions: Hilary Kilpafrick argues in favor of the Eastern Medi-
terranean as a geographical framework for the comparative study of its classical and
modem literatures, breaking them out of their commonlyjassumed “Islamic” mold;
Sebastian Giinther evaluates relevance of marratology for the genre of Hadith, ana-
lyzed to date exclusively from an historica theological vantage. Taking as a point
d'appui Edward Said’s criticism of Europeafi oricntalist perceptions, Friederike Pan-
newick proposes an anti-hegemonic model wiiich fosters a better undegstanding of the
intercultural exchange processes that characterize the development of modern Arabic
theatre. Susanne Enderwitz extracts the specific criteria and particularities of Palestin-
ian autobiography through cntxcally revi he pb osophncal and historical concepts
developed for Western auto x : s sionist contributions to
be appeals for a conneg

mention on
mutandis to

18 See Bourdieu, Pie ) ¢ trois études
d 'ethnologie kab d ine ory of Practice
(Cambridge UK)] and Ge { Ward etative Theory of
Culture, in: \dem (Ed.) The or an assessment of
both, see Abu-Lughod, g s of Theary on the Arab

World, in: Sharabi, Hisham (
York and London), pp. 85-89.

orld: Critical Responses (New
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cepts, such as unavowed authorship’e Dgice cture of texts. Moreover, the na-
ture of Arabic as an artificial literary id ity, cultural prestige, dense
intertextuality, and inter¢onnected oral a of transmission calls for its
own assessment, preferably in comparis -modern non-European lit-
eratures, such as Sumerian, Akkadian, o artially share these traits.!?
This work has already begun with two pute poetry and prosimetron re-
spectively, which assemble a vast array -modern and non-Western lit-
eratures, and demonstraté the fruitfulnes ed” comparativism.20 But more
remains to be done.

These few remarks only,

ear Eastern literatures. If understood
and theorized on their own terms, their specific taits can contribute to a far richer and
more diverse undersianding of literature iy general. ‘At the beginning of the 21* century,
Near Eastern Studies has become a solidly grounded discipline. Yet its major challenge
lies in demonstrating its value to academialas a whole, by sharing the ideas it constantly
gleans from a still vast and wnchas ich enablestitto enrich and broaden the
horizons of related disciplines. It is ho ped that what has begun as isolated attempts will
mature into a more connected mode of inquiry in the future, ushering the study of Near
Eastern literatures out of its isolation.
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19 These id
Beatrice G c
and Chinese L1
Yale University.

20 Sec Reinink, Gerrit J iphout, Herman L.J. (Eds.) (1991), B
Ancient and Medieval Nea d_Type Debates in Semitic and Related Lit-
eratures (Leuven); and Reichl, Karl/Harris, Joseph (Eds )(1997) menmwn Cross-Cultural Per-
spectives on Narrative in Prose and Verse (Cambridge UK).
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